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1 The Wall Street Journal (Evans, 2009) wrote that Edward Glaeser demonstrated that as the share of the 
adult population with college degrees in a city increases by 10%, wages correspondingly rise by about 























































































































































  Employed residents  Central City employment as  Employed residents 
City  MSA 1990  City 1990  % of Metro Area: 1990  City 2007  % Change City 
Akron  315,587  97,182  30.8  101,468  4.4 
Ohio           
  Cincinnati  902,833  164,168 18.2  156,962  ‐4.4 
  Cleveland  977,409  185,081 18.9  172,845  ‐6.6 
  Columbus**  728,058  336,824 46.3  397,930  18.1 
  Dayton  402,696  72,648 18.0  65,219  ‐10.2 
  Toledo  305,426  144,531 47.3  134,885  ‐6.7 
  Youngstown  262,210  30,996 11.8  29,283  ‐5.5 
Indiana           
  Gary  3,999,893  40,812 1.0  33,316  ‐18.4 
  Fort Wayne  182,609  86,778 47.5  120,488  38.8 
  
Indianapolis**  671,589  377,387 56.2  400,122  6.0 
  South Bend*  142,197  48,364 34.0  45,084  ‐6.8 
Kentucky           
  Lexington  184,706  122,655 66.4  144,393  17.7 
  Louisville  521,646  333,170 63.9  340,011  2.1 
Michigan           
  Ann Arbor  151,177  59,470 39.3  61,860  4.0 
  Detroit  1,944,008  340,569 17.5  311,302  ‐8.6 
  Grand Rapids  318,654  88,406 27.7  96,654  9.3 
  Kalamazoo  144,810  37,195 25.7  37,622  1.1 
  Lansing**  219,693  60,839 27.7  60,751  ‐0.1 
New York           
  Albany**  411,118  50,996 12.4  44,763  ‐12.2 
  Buffalo  553,135  133,506 24.1  111,519  ‐16.5 
  Rochester  505,187  104,732 20.7  88,504  ‐15.5 
  Syracuse  321,036  72,126 22.5  60,089  ‐16.7 
Pennsylvania           
  Allentown*  335,396  50,147 15.0  47,470  ‐5.3 
  Erie  125,789  47,249 37.6  45,371  ‐4.0 
  Harrisburg**  250,024  23,650 9.5  21,127  ‐10.7 
  Lancaster  217,227  25,415 11.7  24,981  ‐1.7 
  Philadelphia  2,618,325  655,742 25.0  577,782  ‐11.9 
  Pittsburgh  1,090,296  156,977 14.4  143,804  ‐8.4 
  Scranton*  256,353  34,655 13.5  33,187  ‐4.2 





























































































   Total jobs  2006 % share of jobs   Change from 1998 to 2006 
   within 35 miles  within 3  3 to 10  Jobs within  % change in the share of  jobs 
   of downtown  miles of  miles of  35 miles  within  3‐ 10  > 10 
City   in 2006  downtown   of downtown  3 miles  miles  miles 
Akron  300,323  25.1  44.0  10,301  ­3.7  0.8  2.9 
Ohio                      
  Cincinnati  917,480  17.1  30.6  40,984  ‐3.3  ‐0.8  4.1 
  Cleveland  959,388  16.2  38.1  ‐40,986  ‐1.8  ‐0.8  2.5 
  Columbus**  774,127  19.3  45.0  44,141  ‐3.9  ‐2.3  6.1 
  Dayton  361,810  23.8  54.4  ‐10,019  ‐2.3  1.5  0.8 
  Toledo  282,840  25.8  54.3  3,755  ‐0.9  0.3  0.6 
  Youngstown  214,663  17.1  37.3  ‐17,528  ‐0.2  3.1  ‐2.8 
Indiana                      
  Indianapolis**  797,418  21.0  45.4  77,121  ‐3.0  ‐2.9  5.9 
Kentucky                      
  Lexington  214,579  48.0  25.9  18,282  ‐2.6  1.9  0.7 
  Louisville  539,783  27.8  50.5  17,948  ‐2.8  ‐0.4  3.2 
Michigan                      
  Detroit  1,679,362  7.0  15.7  ‐107,701  ‐0.3  ‐2.8  3.1 
  Grand Rapids  344,745  27.8  56.9  2,288  ‐2.6  1.4  1.2 
  Lansing**  165,542  39.0  44.6  ‐929  ‐5.6  4.8  0.8 
New York                      
  Albany**  333,252  24.0  39.8  34,071  ‐1.2  ‐1.0  2.2 
  Buffalo  478,466  19.5  51.1  13,844  ‐1.8  0.6  1.2 
  Rochester  416,823  32.0  47.3  907  ‐1.9  0.4  1.5 
  Syracuse  253,476  37.7  40.4  ‐8,965  ‐1.1  ‐0.4  1.6 
Pennsylvania                      
  Allentown*  289,827  26.4  44.1  19,801  ‐1.9  1.9  ‐0.1 
  Harrisburg**  263,917  29.4  41.9  10,592  ‐0.9  1.0  ‐0.1 
  Lancaster  221,687  29.7  37.9  20,606  ‐1.9  1.2  0.7 
  Philadelphia  2,460,205  15.5  20.8  147,161  ‐1.3  ‐1.7  3.0 
  Pittsburgh  1,008,801  25.9  29.1  35,651  ‐1.1  ‐0.6  1.7 














































complex.  Among the larger tenants is Advanced Elastomer Systems, which relocated 
its headquarters from St. Louis, and locally owned GoJo Industries, an international 
manufacturer of Purell and other skin care products and dispensers.  
Other downtown projects saw Summa Health Systems erect a new building on the 
site of the former Portage Hotel, and the five-story Main Place building was constructed 
on vacant land the city owned and turned into a multi-tenant building. The Summa 



















































































According to the city of Akron, the percentage of the city’s income tax revenues 
collected from downtown businesses compared to total city collections nearly doubled 
from 1991 to 2008, growing from 14.3 percent of citywide collections in 1991 to 27.16 
percent in 2008. Another sign of the payoff from the city’s investments in building 
Akron’s Downtown Version 3.0 is that, as the city’s total collections declined in 2008 by 






























































































 Percent of Families with Middle 
Incomes* 
City 1989 1999 
Change: 
1989-1999 
Akron 61.4 61.7 0.3 
Cincinnati 53.9 52.9 -1.0 
Cleveland 54.9 53.7 -1.2 
Columbus 63.5 63.1 -0.4 
Dayton 57.5 57.5 0.0 
Toledo 61.4 62.1 0.7 
Youngstown 55.3 55.8 0.5 
*Middle Income is defined as in the middle 60 percent of the national income     
distribution. 
















Source: State of the Cities Data System (SOCDS) from U.S. Bureau of the 
















percent of the cost. 19  The city has also invested more than $56,000,000 in 
rehabilitating older homes during the mayor’s tenure.  In the past 12 years, the city has 
partnered with non-profit and private builders to construct more than 415 new homes, and 
the city has seen the construction of eight new neighborhood community centers.   
The city has invested in its downtown and received increased tax revenues in 
return. The city has aggressively attracted international investment and seen growth in 
jobs for Akron residents. The city has invested in its schools, which are key to retaining 
its middle class. And, it has also invested in the city’s neighborhoods.  The payoff will be 
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